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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on August 
14, 2009 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 8 - 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Bejean etal. (US 5,011,179). 

A cross-country ski system (Fig. 4) comprising: a cross-country ski (1) comprising 
an upper surface including a central zone adapted to receive a device for binding a boot 
to the ski; the central zone of the ski comprising a binding zone (2) having a location for 
receiving the binding device (i.e. the toe of the boot); the upper surface of the ski 
comprising an upper support surface (la) arranged on at least one of two lateral sides 
of the location to receive the binding device, the upper support surface being exposed 
laterally of the binding zone for coming in direct contact with the boot when a skier using 
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the cross-country ski system exerts a pressure force with the boot toward the ski (see 
Fig. 3); the location for receiving the binding device comprising an upwardly facing 
recess (5c) of the upper surface of the ski. 

A lateral shoulder (5a) supports the boot. Two lateral upper surfaces (la) are 
arranged on respective sides of the location (2) for receiving the binding device. A 
support surface (5d) is arranged above the upper surface. The support surfaces are 
arranged in the location of the metatarsophalangeal bending zone of the foot (see Figs. 
11 and 12). 

As for claim 13, Bejean et al. meet all the limitations as described above, and 
also disclose a binding device including a mechanism for engagement with the boot 
(note column 1 , lines 44 - 52, which describes the toe of the boot being attached to the 
ski). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 14-15 and 17-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bejean et al. (US 5,011,179) et al. in view of Gignoux et al. (US 

6,390,494). 

Bejean et al. meet all the limitations of the claimed invention, but do not disclose 
details of the binding device. Gignoux et al. teach a cross-country ski system wherein a 
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binding device (1 ) has a lesser width than the width of the ski (9). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make the 
ski system taught by Bejean et al. with the binding taught by Gignoux et al. to provide a 
short, compact binding that does not interfere with the boot movement. 

Gignoux et al. further discloses a binding fitted within a recess (7) and a rib (see 
8 and Figs. 1 and 3) adapted to be positioned within a recess in the boot (see Figs. 4 
and 6). 

There is no baseplate mounted between the boot and the upper support surface 
of the ski in either the system shown by Bejean et al. (see Fig. 4) or the system shown 
by Gignoux et al. (see Fig. 1) that would interfere with contact between the boot and the 
lateral upper support surfaces. 

Gignoux et al. further disclose a front jaw (15), a front bar (61), an elastic return 
mechanism (6), and a rear bar (62). 

Bejean et al. teach a boot supported directly by the ski in the 
metatarsophalangeal bending zone (Figs. 1 1 and 12). Bejean et al. also disclose a rib 
(2) and a boot having a downwardly-facing longitudinal groove (4). 

Bothe Gignoux et al. and Bejean et al. teach a binding zone (1 and 2, 
respectively) having a width less than that of the ski for the entire length of the binding 
zone, thus exposing lateral support surfaces (see Figs. 1 and 3, respectively). 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bejean et al. (US 5,011,179) et al. in view of Kenney (US 6,257,620). 
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Bejean et al. meet all the limitations of the claimed invention, but do not disclose 
an upper surface that is narrower than a gliding surface. Kenney teaches a ski having 
an upper surface (21) that is wider than a gliding surface (22) - see Fig. 2, lower left 
embodiment. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the ski taught by Bejean et al. to have a narrower 
gliding surface to minimize surface contact, thus reducing drag. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Katy Meyer whose telephone number is (571 )272-5830. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 8:00 am to 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Dickson can be reached on 571-272-7742. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/GLENN DAYOAN/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3612 

/K. M./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3618 



